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ABSTRACT -

Media programs were compared in fwenty-one high schqols having
s .udent populations between 700 and 1500. Differences in responses to
a questionnaire administered by the Utah State Diyision of Instructional
Media were ideﬁtified, and the levels of response were compared with
| othgr Eharacteristics of the high schools; Comparisons wérg made of the
data for the whole population, as it was obtained from these sources: |
from the queétibnnairé of the State Division of Instructional Médial from
‘An author?prepared‘queetionnairé{ frog state financial records, and from
personal visits to the schools. -A computar program, "Statistical Packe
age for the Social Studies," (SPSS) was used. Federal funds for #ghool
nedia programs,'length of,Qervice ;f prinqipals and media coordinators
" were found to be associated with the level of fesponse to the state's
queationnaire.' Conciusions were descriptive, anﬂﬂpointea out individuall
differences in school media programs. The inadequacy of current instru-

menta to mqasu;e the quality of service in media programs was suggested.
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PREFACE

Assessing the relative strengths aﬁd”weaknesses of high schoo;
media programs-sounded.simple: howéver, the attempt led to the collec-
tion of a mind~bosaling array of Qatﬁ, from which only a-few of the many
possible observations have been'ﬁade. Aside from the value of the gtudy,
the author has been personally enriched by the.expérience. In‘addition.
to awareness of the fine service and yariety of vays this service is
given in the schools studied, aﬁareness has come of the practical skills
that are required of media‘coordin;tors. |

Statistics and.déscriptions cannot adequately explain the essence
of the‘media programs in the schools studied. Each has its éwn_distinct
character; from each program has come ideas that the author may sometime
be able to use. |

The experiences connected with the accumulation:of the data, in
addition to providing educational insight and‘enjoymaﬁt, involved cone-
tacts with fine people to whom an expression of appreciation is due. Mrs.
Jennie Ke: r1, state media.specialist, and the_librarians, media coordina-
tors and'p?incipals in twenty-one high schools provided material help as
ieli as courtesy and cooperation. Principal J. Ruibn Nelson of Spanish
Pork High School, Mr. Phillip Argyle, Nebo District media specialist, and
Nebo Superintendent qoe A. Reidhegd have all given help and encouragement,
a8 have Omar Hansen,‘ﬂﬁ{d Goodrich, Donald Parker and other staff members
at the Nebo School Diatrict.office. The staff at the financial section of

ii
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the office of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction were also

L 4
ol

helpful. .
The author also gratefully aoknowledégp'the continuous help fron
the faculty and fellow students a® Brigham Young University. Dr. Natﬂan
M. Smith, Mr. Victor W. Purdy, Mr. Keith Stirling, end Mr. Merle Lamson
have all assisted with this study, .and have been patient and éenereus
with time and advice, as has Dr. Gardner Snow.:-Fellow graduate students
have given encourageﬁent and valuable constructive eriticism.s Mr. Jerry
Hintze of Brigham Yoﬁng University Computer Service. ga&e statistical
advice which was invaluable. |
The year of study of which this paper is one product has been
poss;blg because of the sabbatical leave poiicy of Nebo School District.
The author hopes to cdnvey to the.district proof of the cogviction that
the policy justifies itself in improved eduéational_preparatioq:of'the-
staff, resulting in improvéd'service.fo sfudents in-theAdistrict'éischools.
During the year of study, the author hﬁs depended heavily upon
the help, encouragement, patience, and hard work of her family. Richard, .
Martha, and John,:uho live at home year—r§und,.have willingly done the
"author's share of the family work, and have endured long absences, short
temper, and expense. Richard has contributed ﬁostage, gasoline, secre-
tarial service, editorial advice, and his services as pilot for the visit
to Dixie and San Jﬁan high schools. Mary, Susan, Jim, Douglas, Peggy,
ang*ﬁax, who brdinarily expect regular letters from their mother’and a
. réasbnably well-kept home to come badk to, have been remarkably patient
during fecent,Lapsea. Gratitude to them all is accompanied by a promise

to return to normalcy in the near future.

iid
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INTRODUCTION

. Rapid change in objectives, methods, content aﬂ& materials for
education is téking place. 'At the same fime, the contihual étrqggie for
adequace finanéing of pﬁbllczééhoois is meeting with public ¢emande for
aclounvability. Educators in gigh-scho;ls.eve;ywhere fee% an_ig;réaséd
urgency to evéluate and improve their programé; Educational ﬁedia ;ro;
gramé in Utah's high schools are no exception. | o

Utah has eighty-seveﬁ hiéh schools._ TheyArangé_ih size f’rom°
South Rich High School, with se§enty;two spudénté in grades seven through

’twelvg. tb QOttonwdod High School, wiih 2392 students in érades teu
throngﬁ'twelve.l The higﬁ school student populafion is éL%gcated among
the‘séﬁoolg in three groups, as follows: | | |

‘Over 1500 students (21 schbols)----Approximateiyf58)085 ;tudénts
700 to 1500 students (21 schools)--Approx%mately 22,095 students2
Under 700 students (45 schools)-~--Approximately 13,654 students
ﬁ_ Each of these schools conducts an edudational program which meets
étate requireménts, and éahﬁ has é.prbgram.for adminiatering instructional
ﬁediaL: This study is qpncefﬁed yith the instructionﬁi mediélprograms in
the middle-sized high schoolé? with student populations between 700 and
1500 studeats. | “

The educational media program combines many functions in a school.

AN

—

1Ufah'Sté.te Boérd of Education, Utah School Directory 1 - 4
(Salt Lake City: Utah State Board of Education, 1973).

3
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2.
&he ecuoolglibrerf.isuita base, and is now cejled the "instructional
media center." Audiovisual materials and equipment of a wide variety,
once administered separataly from printed materials in many scnoole, are
being added to the collection in the 1nstructzonal media centér. ‘Instruc-
tion of studenﬁs and aeeistanoe to teacher? in eelectzon, acquisitiou,

.ﬁroduction'end.uee of the audiovisual and gf&uted materiale has become a
mejor respensibilit& oé the ;edie coordinator (formerly called the "lib-
farian") * Production of materiale by and for suudents and faculty & me
bers is often done in the instructional media center. Participation by
the media coordinator in curriculum development and instructlon of large
groups!’small groups; and.lnd1v1dual.§$udents is valued.

..'A mEQia program'deve;ops in a school or in a school dist:ict_in :
response 10 needs and'resourcee peculiar to the schoel or district..es
well as in résponse to pubfished informdtion anu'guidelines fuom'state
and natienaﬁ_literatu;e. I¢ also deveidpa in'reEpouae po observations-

" of prograhs in oéher acheols; communicated in manx weys.a Still, each

achool!e prog;am ;emains uhique because it is developed; administered,

t

and used by a unique&group of people.
P .
In order to improve a media program, it is necessary to consider

t

the needs and objectives of the school, to evalu%te the piesent program,
to consider tné resources available for improvement, and to determine

what alternate courses of.ection are available. Then choices and deci-

.eions can more intelligently be made.

_ 1Mary Virginia Gaver, "Services in Secondary School Media Centers:
a Sécond Appraisal,” School Libraries 20 (Fall 1970): 15-21.

o

2Bruce J. Kittilson, "Librarians, Audiovisualists, and School
Media Programs,” Illinois Libraries 53 (September 1971): 522-27.
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Tﬁkf study ia'dgsigned to halp with theoevaluatioq of presént
- media programs in Utah's'middle-size high schools, by comparing media

,programa with each other and with the guidelines published by the state. .
The study is made possible by the collect;on of self—evaluations and o,
proaect;ons.of plans for improvement which the atate school system has‘
made availdble, and by the cooperation of the admin1strators ‘and mndia ”
coordinators in the schools included in the study. It is hoped that
the work will be u¢eful to those who are plann;ng further lmprovements

&

of high school media programs. -
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THE PROBLEM

Statement of the Probleﬁ .

5 : “ .

"+ Iu order to plan for “future development of & local.Utah high

" school media program, it is necessary to establish & basis for Judgement

of the present service cnd fagilities. Assuming that the opinions and
needs'o} the educafors and students'who“work.witﬁin_the specific school

are known, and that information about the resources of the school is

.avéilgble, p;anneréfthen need to compare the media program in quesiion

* with'accepted standards ard with other media programs in other schools

of comparable cépability and size. They need to know theaéharacteristica.

. attitudes, needs, resources, etc., of the schools whose media programs

‘they afé comparing.

This study attempted to satisfy these needs for pl mners con-

¢

cerned with the middle-size high school in Utah. The study wae an analy-

8is of similarities and differences in high school media programs as

. teported to the 8ffice of the Utah Shperintendéht of Public Instruction,

Instructional Media Division. In addition, a survey was made to deter-

. i .
mine the characteristics of the schools, their facilities and personnel

and resourcea,zfnd the characteristics of the communities served by the

schools. Ststist@cal analysis provided cross-comparisons of the daté

and displayei relationships. Computer-stored data was provided by the

£
Instructional Media Division, Office of Utah Superintendent of Public

4



5
Instruction, and couputer facilities at Brigham Young University weré

also used for the analysis of the data by the SPSS program..

- Further Definition and Delimitation of the Problem
. The middle-size'high schools selected fof study wers chosen on
the bagis of their projecfed enrollment for 1975-74.1 They enrcll a
little less than one third of the total high school students ia the
etate."All but four of the schools ave three-year higl schools. Two‘
have grades nine'through twelve, one haé £rades nine and ten, and one
has gradeé seven through twelve. They are located in fourteen districts,
in scattered éreas in the state.’ ‘ | ‘
The term "media center" is used in thié paper to ‘refer to the
facility which is alsc called "1ibrary," “librazy-medla center," "instruc-
~tional materials center, and ”leagplng resogrce center" in relevant ,
11teratu?e. Likewzse. "media program" is used instead of the equivalent
" terms "library-gedia program" and "library services." Wheré.print and
non-print items are handled in separate programs in a school, this study

attempta to conslder both as part of the total program.

The data from the Division of Instructional Media was obtained by

 -..use of a series of questionnaires completed by each achoollin the state.

oy

Other kinds of information obtained included the age and nature

of the school buildings, the léngth of service, professional preparation
and_afffliation with profeséionai'associations of the media personnel in
each school. Student andv?;qulty access to university and public librﬁr-

ies, to district or regional sources of materials and the location of

1Uta.h State Board of Education. Utah Sehool Dlrectogx 1973-74.

2The achools included in the study are lxsted in Appendix A.

A
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é

public libraries in the communities served by the schools was investi=

.

gated. The aasessed valuation of property and the school mill levy were

N\

‘determined for éach distriot, as were the amounts of various funds spent

for media programs. The average salary of professional media personnel
in each district was found.
The study did not attempt to place & value scale on the observed

differencgs between schdbie or between programs and guidelines. It did

. not attempt to compare media programs in elementary achools wfth those

of secondary schools nor to compare media programs in schools with over
1500 studenta or less than 700 students. ”

Because the most recent national standards for school media Pro=

grans were published in 1969, the literature search was limited to those

items published in. 1969 or later which were available through the library

of Brigham Young Univefsity or at the Office of fhe Utah State Superine-
tendent of Public I;struction. Books and articles dealing with the char-
acteristics of good school media programs of facilitieé were selected, |
as vell as those dealing with criteria for excellerice in school media
pfograms and those discussing‘national or state standards for media pro;

’

gnmé.'
Hypotheses | _

Two hypotheQes were formulated and tested. The first was that it
is pdssible to identify and describe differences and similarities in the
media programs in the twenty-one Utah high schools having student popu-
lations between 700 and 1500, utilizing the responses to the "Current

Status" questionnaire administered by the Instructional Media Division of

the Office of the Utah State Superintendent of Public Instruction. The

L%
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second was that associations can be found between the responses of the
¢ .

schools to the "Current Status" questionnaire and other characteristics

of the schools involved, inoluding resources, personnel, expenditures,

facilitiqo, and other facts about their media programs.

Methodolo

. The POpulaiion

The limits of the middle-size group of schools were arbitrarily

set after considering several other less homogeneous oombinationa. This L

study surveyed the media programs of all high aohools in Utah with stu=-

dent populations ranging from 700 to 1500.

The Literature Search. o

. Because the "Cufren‘ Status" que s.ionnaire vas based on Utah's
guidelines for media programs, the literature search was conducted to
provide information about guidelines and standards. National standards
and criteria for excellence were. examined and compared, and Utah's
development of guidelines was observed. Utah's guidelinea were viewed

in comparison to national standards and other evaluative devioes.

.Queotionnairee

There were four questionnaires involved. Three were prepared and
administered by the Instructional Media Division to tho media coordina-

tors in every school. The questions were identical in each instrument,

‘but were applied to the conditions‘ao of the 1973-74 school year, to the

plans projected for the 197#-75 school year, and to the goals set for

five years in the future, respectively. Respondents were asked to use

the schedule of questions and phased responses in the booklet of state

iS5
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1

guidelines. Respondents woere asked to select a phase description which

‘most nearly fit every category of their program, and to indicate thezr

selectionion an optical scanning form.2 A different colored score sheet

1

 was provjdgd Tor- the "Current Status,” the "One Year Priorities," and

the "Five Year Goals." ?he sheetis were returnsd to the state office by
June 30,"1975&.3 The Instructional Media Division recorded and stored
the data in a sompﬁter and provided print-outs of the dsta. On}y the
“Curreht‘Status" portion was analyzed for thia study.

The fourth questlonnaire was devised for this study. It was admin-

e e,

e e ..

istered to the principals and media coordinators in EEEH_EEEESI" —Cover——————w—

letters were mailed to principals and district superintendents,!explsin-
ing the pugpose of the study and requesting permissios to visit the
achools. The questionnaires and cover letters were mailed between April
15 and Apri£125,.snd vigits were scheduled between April 18 and the end
of Msy; 1974.h Copies of the letters spd qusstionhaifes were also mailed:
to the media coordinators in the sshools._ Separate letters were pre-

pared for them. Just prior to the visits, the appointments were confismed_

-

by telephone.

1Utah State Board of Education, Media=-~How Are We Doing? Guide~

lines for the Development of an Instructional Media “System, Part IV
zSalt Lake Citys Utah State Board of Education, 19715.

2A copy of the optical scanning form is in Appendix B, and sample

. pages of the guidelines are in Appendix C.

5Jennie Kearl, Instructional Media Specialist, Utah State Board

~ of Education, interv1ew at the office of the Instructional Media Divi-

Bsion, March &, 1974.

uCopies of the questionnaire and cover-letters are in Appendix D,

16
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Viaits
The visits gave opportunity to observe the nature of the build-
ings, and to ask open-ended queationé‘ébout particular strengths and
~ weaknegses of the media programs and facilities and aSout particular
needs or characteristics of the schéolsvor of their communities. A
schedule of 1nterv1e: questione was prepared and used:

1. Do you have any questions about any of .the items on the
questionnaire?
2. What are the working arrangements between the various
media personnel? I
5.. What methods do you use to assure faculty cooperation? '
k. Do you receive adequate support from school and district
administration?

e e ——

you attempt to control it? - — "

o y——

The visits helped to assure complete return of the author-prepared
questionnaires, since the author was able to collect‘them during the

Viait. ‘

Other Sources of Data
"Agsessed valuation and amounts of variouslfundg expended for
~media programs were obtained from the F-4 report, an anﬁu@l statistical
and financial report required by tie State of Utah to be completed by
‘every school district and filed with the Office of the State Superinten-

dent of Public Instruction. The data was for the 1972-73 school year.

- Statistical Analysis

Data were tabulated, keypunched and analyzed with a Statistical
Package for the Social Studies (SPSS) program, using the Brigham Young
University compnuter eystem. -Diatributiqns, means, variﬁtiona, and stane
dard deviations were computed in a breakdown description of sub-vopula-

tions. Each sub-population consisted of those who gave a specified

17
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response to one of the, eighty-four questions in the."Current Status"
-questionnairg, compared with oﬁe of the fifteen variables aeieéted by
the author.
Meané;and standard deviations were used to idéntify associations

between variables. These associations wefé'theh tabulated and displayed.

i
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CHAPTER IL

LITERATURE SEARCH

;

The media program in the high schqol is accepted as an essentia;
element of good education1 in a wide variety of published materials.
Séhools have alwa&s been expected to teach information, ideas, principles
and concepts discovered by men of'previéus times. Transmission of man's
heritage of accumilated knowledge is still a fundamental objective of
schools, and a second vasic objective is to teach the accepted teq?—
niques fo: discovering knowiedge in the various disciplines of the:;rts;

of the natural sciences and of the social eciences. The .demands of

.today's rapidly changing society require a third objective, however:

the development of students who can form new ideas to meet the negds of

new situations. Individualization comes with the provision for this

; process of -creative inquiry. The media program'is essential to the

school for achievement of all three objectives, and, like the rést of

the school's program, the media program should be guided by those

,objeciives.

The media center in the school, in responding to the educational
objectives, provides services that the individual classroom cannot offer,

and that the classroom teacher requires to make his work effective. The

1Kenneth I. Taylor, "The Instructional Materials Center: A
Theory Underlying Its Development," in Learning Resource Centers--Sel-
ected Readingg, ed. Neville P. Pearson and Lucius A. Butler (Minneapolis:
Burgess Publishing Company, 1973), p. 10.

2Robert C. Gerletti, "What Is a Media Center?" Audiovisual
Inatriction 14 (September 1969)s 21-23. '

11.
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teaching of knowledge and.of techniques for discovering knowledge
involves grouring stﬁdents in large and small clusters,-providing for
independent sfudy, allowing the individual studen£ to have solitude for
reflection and development of his own ideas, providing for.sharing o:
ideas with clgssmates, and providing expert consultation.1 Flexibility
is an obvious need in the school program and in the media center. Coll-
ections of materials of.mgpy kinds and of the equipment to utilize the
materials are essential, as is provision for their use at the moment of
need by students and/or tea&hers. Duplication of materials and equip-
ment of Sertain kinds for every classroom is.necessarig other Einds are
best used by many groups or by individgal'studentg. Flexibility in
grouping and in methods and materials lé enhanced for the classroom
teacher by the media centerfs services and facilitieés. The professional
medig coordinator, teamed with the classroom teacher, p:ovide increasqd
expert guidance for the student. Free access to materials and equipment .
of the media center and to consultation with its personnel provide
opportunities for le;rning«and expression at c¢ritical times wﬁich nay
not be'possible in a structured classroom aituation.2

Schools and school systems in iany nations have made improvements
in their methods of collecting, storing, retrieving, and using the many

forms of instructional media. In the United States, since the 1930's,

guccessive statements of standards have been published. Many states

ey

lTaylor, "The Instructional Materials Center: A Theory Under-
lying Its Development,”" p. 10.

2Kenneth I. Taylor, "Inatruction First and Media Next," Wisconsin
Library Bulletin 66 (March-April 1972): 81-8.

r"'? ) -
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have adopted national standards or ad#pted them for their own use.1
BEarlier standards in the United States dgalt with libraries only

and did not mention éudiavisuai materials and equipment. During the

last two decades, however, advancing educational technology has resulted

in recognition of the new forms of instructiona; materials, andxstandards

for audiovisual materials snd equipment have also been formulated;2 The

L4

two programs, library and audiovisua_],.é were considered as cne in national
33

standards published in 1969.°

The 1969 statement of national standards for media programs is

'still.recognized and.used. although national professional associations

are now preparing a new one for publication in 19]4.4 Each statement
has a unique emphasis, suited to the needs of its time. and both state=-
ments are JOlnt efforts of two national groups. representlng librarians

and audiovxsual personnel. Dur;ng the five-year interim, comments on

‘national standards have been dumerous, and effects on state standards

and local practices have been observed.

The major emphesis of the 1969 national standards was the coordi-

1Frances Henne, "Standards for Media Programs in Sechools," .

Library Trends 21 (October 1972): 253-47.

2Department of Audiovisual Instruction. National Educatlon Assoc-
iation, Quantitative Standards for Audiovisual Personnel

Materials in Elementary, Secondary, and Higher Education (Washington,

_D.C.t Department of Audiovisual Instruction, National Education Assoc~

iation, 1966).

5Americaxi Association of School Librarians and the Department of

Audiovisual Instruction, National Education Association, Standards for
School Media Programs (Cnicago and Washington, D.C.: American Library

Association and National Education Association, 1969).

uJane A. Hannigan, "The Promise of Media Programs: District and

School," School Media Quarterly 3 (Fall 1973): 9-14.
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nation of library and audiovisualnservices. ‘Deseriptions of programs
and functions througheut the document are explicit in recommending the
integration of school media services. Acceptance ef the in@egrated

media concept i1s discernible on a wide scale in the literature, but its

'application takes various forms in different stafee'and in local schools.

By 1971, thirty-nine etates had state standards or guidelineal' using
national standards as modexe and as goals. Administrators, librarians

and teachers had revised ‘their ideas about material and personnel organe-

-ization, and librarians, henceforth to be called "media coordinators,“

: A (3"

‘were becomlng more involved wzth other faculty membera in curriculum

deve;opment.2

Reaction to various aspects of the 1969 standards produced demands
for new guzde11nes that would deal with speciflc services and functions

of the media staff on the school and dlstrlct levele. Indications are

. that the nqjlonal standards planned for 197#_W111 try to meet these

needs. The-change im emphasis antieipated in the 1974 dccudenp is'based..
on a need for qualitative stendafds, as well.3

Utah's guidelines generally fall into the same categories as the
national standards, with some omissions and additions. 'Utahdplaces a
higher_priority on facilities'for‘production of materials and on inclu-
sion of filmstrips, -8 mm films, tape and disc recordings, slides and

transparencies. However, the Utah guidelines do not place an equally

1Henne "Standards for Media Programs in Schools," p. 239.

%car1 T Cox, "A Total System View of the School Library," School
Media Guarterly 2 (Fall 1972): 38.

3Hannigan, "The Promise of Media Programs: District and School,"
P 10, '
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high value on equipment for use of these items. In;other‘oategoriés,
Utah's-highest phase of development describes quaqtities that are less
than the advanced phase recommendations of national stapdardsl(1969).
Utah's guidelines do not recognize a need for'micrdforms, for tele~
vision or radio production facilities, norffor computer work' aress; norx
do Utah's guidelines include budgetary recommendations, ihich are indi-
cated in national atahdards. “‘ |

Hovever, Utdh's guidelines have some specific features that other
“standardq observed did not have. Planﬁing and ‘performance evaluation |
 are both explicit and implicit in the Utsh document. Utah's guidelines
also shovw & distincfcattempt to describe programs in terms of'behgvior
which cgn be obser&ed‘and measured. - Such statements are used in esta-
blishing the characteristics of- four phaseé of development in Section i;'
"Philosophy and Proérépt"'aﬁd'in Section 11, "fersonnel."l
Surveys to measg}e hov actual s;hool programs meet standards havé

3

been made. 2 Examples of these include Porter's Indiana dissertation

and Huang's dissertation in Idaho.“ A.self-administered evaluative

instrument was developed in Oklahoma and widely tested, and was distri-

1Sampld puges of Utah's guidelines are in Appendix C.
2Gaver, "Services in Secondary School Media Centers: A Second
Appra.iaal, " P 20.

}Hugh Calvert Porter, "A Determination of the Physical Components,
Spatial Sizes and Spatial Relationships of a Secondary School Instruc-
tional Materials Center and Their Application to Selected Secondary

' Schools in the State of Indiana" (Ph.D. dissertation, Indiana Univer-
‘sity, 1968). ~

. uGeorge.Wenhong Huang, "Public Secondary School Programs in
' Idaho" (Ph.D. dissertation, University of Idaho, 1969). ~ .~

o : ' ' <3
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_buted-fqrause by the National Educ;tion Aesociation.l Qaiifﬁrnia also
'hed ;n instrument for coo;érative gvaluation of media pr9gfams.

Utah Las @ade.prior attémﬁts-to provide evaluative outlines fof
its schcool media‘programs; Qpe document‘had a”com;érison of*;ecommenda—y
tions from three different sources--the 1969 national standards, the
| oriteria of the Northwest Accrediting Associstion, and Utah's guide-
lines--gjéb a fourth parallel calumn in which school personnel were .
invitéd to rate their own pz»:>grarma.‘5 A four-pag? instrumept% dated_1971;
appeara'to have been the forerunner of the pfesently used optical scan-
niﬂg sheets. Its instructions to userst ' "Rate yourself;' Indicate with |
a dof under the highest phase which youé gchool reaches complétely.
Then connect dots with a iine for your media"prdfiie."4 Lpparently '
designed for usé with the fourfpagt,séries; Guideiinee for the Develop-
ment of an Instructional Medie System, this inétrumeht had categories
vhich;corresponded to those now in use;. )
-?he docunent being used at the present time was Part IV of the

gseries, Guidelines for the Development of an Instructional Media S atém.

and was titled Media--How Are We Doing? (See footnote, page.e) It was

lw. R. Fulton, Evaluative Checklist: An Instrument for Self-
evaluating an Educational Media Program in School Systems ZWashington,

D. C.s National Education Assoclatlon. 1969.

2California State’ Deoartment of Education, Bureau of Audio-viqual
and School Library Education, Guide for Cooperative Evaluation of County
and District Audio-Visual Programs (Sacramento: ' California State Dept.
of Education, 1967). : '

3Herle E. Lamson, "Plan for Developing a Media Center":(Research
Paper, University of .Southern California, 197°)i pp. 218-31.

hUtah State Board of Education, "School Media Profile" (Salt
Lake Citys Utah State Board of Educatlon, 1971), p. 1.

L
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a set of quantitative and qualitative standgrds agafnst which a syéfem
' was}e?aluatéd by choosing the applicaile behavioral statement from’
those describing each of four rhases of dgyelopment, and ﬁy'récording
choices on the optical qsanning:sheets;' : .
| Ftah's state school sysfem asked that all schools complete this
: ““evaluat;on and inteﬁdeﬁ to request subsequen£ annual evaiuaticns'and
.plana. These requests and the practice of storing the data 8o vollected
ip Eﬂbomputer.so that the .data coulﬁ be convenienily retrieved for ana}i-
eis illustrate the ehphasis on planning and evaluation. The rea@y,awail-‘
‘ ability of the data for studies such as the present one further p;omnté_
continued evaluation and change to meet chénging negde.' If is imporf-
ant to note that Utah's guidelines, like the national étandards,:fééom-
mended rather than mandatedladherencg. Bbth stressed the impoftanée of

structuring média programs to meet local negda and ;eéourcea.

Vi
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CHAPTER III

DATA’CQE#ECTIQNﬁ-

) d
3

Suggestions of oriteria for comparing Utah hxgh school media oro-
grams came from many sourses, including the author's peraonal experience,.

the ideas of fellow educators, the ‘suggestions of several school librar-lt

ians, the discuss:.ons in classes, and from the literature. Use of the ) '
‘Utah guidelines as a basis for comparison seemed logical. .\ Y
_ Several adviaors pointed out the. importance of obtain;ng coopera-
tion from the Utah State Department of Pudblic Instructzon. Mrs. Jennie
* Kearl, state media specialist, acquainted the author wzphcthe data
which the state had colleéted, and gave some further suggestiors about
structurzng the study, agreeing to provide a print-out of the state's
computer-stored data._ Through further correapondence with Mrs. Kearl,
the criteria.and methods were clarified.
Preparation of the questioninaire followed. A'rreliminary draf't
was pretested. The sample selected for'prgtesting inciuded Mrs. Kearl,
a high school principal, & high school librarian, a junior high scHool
1:brarian, a district-level media administrator and several fellow stu-
dents. Slight revisions were made, ﬁgaed on pretest responses.

As previously described, pefmiééion wag obtained from school

districts and principals of schools concerned to send the questionnaires

I'd

-

"and to p;dk them up during a perscnal visit to each school. Teldéphone
contacts with each.abhool.principal were made just before the visits,

- . " '13
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| and appropriate letters were sent after the visits.

The qnestionnsiras were collected in person, in most cases. Every
school in the group described for the study was Qisited,_snd'the author
was able to review the answers to the questionnaire during the visit.

Soms schools had mailed their responses back before the author's visit;

" one had misplaced the quest;onnsire snd mailed it back after the visit.

Visits to: ths schools in Utsh Valley were made in early morning

'hours. Just after the high school daﬁ\had begun Visits to schools in

Csrbon, Uintah, Granite, Jgrdan, Mur:ay, Togele, Davis, Weber, Ogden;
and Logan districts were made ‘on three Fridays, April 26 to May 10, Sev-r

- eral schools were visxted each Fridsy. ~The final visits were in Washinge. !

ton and ‘San Juan districts, on May 17. Without excuptzon. the school y

3

personnel were cooperatxve and zrlendly. and seemed willing to give open,

frank answers. to questlons and to welcome discussion of their programs.

In four csses, the msdis coordinator 8 copy oi" the questionnsirs -

- Had not rssched thg_pszson_ier—whom~it‘Was intended. “In two of thsse

...____‘...—-—-—v

schoqls, the person who had received the questionnaire was called a "media
coordinatbr,“ but worked with audiovisual equipment for snly half of each
day or less. In thess instancésv-the authpr supplied new questionnaires
for the full-time librarians; the part-time media coordinator's rssponses
were not used. In two schools, theie vere two full-time professxonal
medis people; one worked with print msterials and was called the "librare
ian," while the other worked with audiovisusl msterials and ‘was. called

the 'media coordinator.," In the latter two schools the author supplied
additional questionnaires and collected responses from both people, and
both rsaponses_wers:used.

From the visits, observations were mad¢ which were valuable to the

27
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author, but not possible to tabulate. Narrative descriptions of the
~ observations made during.the visits were written and kept in the author's
vapers. The chief_value of the visits t6 this study was the 4ssurance
of complete response and more complete communication which clarified
the'dhestionnaire items and answers.
Some data from the author-prepared questionnaire was ﬁnusable.
The information about the profeasiqnallaasociations_ to which the media
coprdinaﬁore belonged and the information about special community or
school needs varied 80 wideiy_that it could not bé considered. Some
N | other items duplicated data found elsewhere, and were not used.

Because all the questionnaires were returned, and other'dgfé was
obtained for all the.schools studied, it was hot necessary to méke_inferh
ences from a sample for tﬁis_study. Rathe;, deacriptivé.déta was prQQ |
sented and conclusions drawn ayout theAwhole population.

One problem éroae.in ths'uge of the state-aﬂminiétered.question~

naire. In a considerable number of responses, a "zero" answer was
gifen, even thougﬁxiﬁere was no definition'of such an.answer's meaning.
These reeponses were imposéible_to interpret uniformly.  Averagee which _.
used the "zero" values were unreliablqi The.authé? has attemp%ed to |
deal with them on an individual basis i; the interpretation of the data.

Another problem in the use of the data from the state question-
naire arose from the fact that in a number of categories, several
“Phaseé" were identical on a given item. Yet, respondenfé.had-giyen
varying responses. This fact will tend to skew means somewhat;‘thé'w el
author 'has tried to identify all responses of this nature and to make
appropriate corrections. |

Some items of financial data were taken from individual reports

<8
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filed by the school districts, found in the files of the Office of the)
State Superintendent of Public Inatruction, Financial Section. Other

items were found in the Annual Report of the State Superintendent of |
Public Instrustion 1212-15.1 The financial data is for the school year

prior to the year for which the questionnaire responses were received. -

-The one-year gap was necessary, since the financial data fdr 1973=-74 was _

not yet compiled. The gap results in data from questionnaires' being
descriptive of programs thatﬁhave.alread& been affected by the financial
arrangements being described. - | | |

The Utah state school finance formu;a was changed by.the legisla-
ture in 1973, and a new formula was in éffect during theAl973-74 school-
iear. The effect of this chaﬁgg.is unknowns for this study a neceasérw
assumption vas made that the financiﬁg of the school media programs
foilowgd the same general pattern in 1973-T4 as_it had tﬁe p?evious year.

" Data from the suthor-prepared questionnaire was tabulated and key-
punched by school, as ﬁas'the data from the state questionnaiée. -The
financial date was obtained b 'district; and the diéfrict figure was -

-’§2§;>%hat distriéf. For example, the total

entere¢ for eaﬁh high school

expenditure per pupil for instructional media progrémq for.Davié District

was entered in the appropriate column opposite Davis, Bbuntiful, and

Woods Cross high schools. District figures rather than individual school

figures were used because (1) they were available, while individual

" school figures would have been much more difficult- to obtain, and (2)

the P-4 report is standardized, and presents more nearly comparable data.

ltah, Office of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction,
Utah Public School System; Annaul Report of the State Superintendent of

Public Instruction 1972-73 (Selt Lake City: Office of the State Super-
intendent of Public Instruction, 1973). _

=9
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In general, the author found that much more data was collected
than one study oould assimilate. Some selections of data were made on

the basis of ease of interpretation, and some items were selected for

analysis because of interest. It is quite possible that other data, if -

compared, might have provided obéervations of equal or greater value.
It is likely that further cross-comparisons would reveal some interestiﬁg
relationships. The data collected for this study has been preserved,
and will be shared willingly should another person desire gp make further

ﬁse of'it.
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CHAPTER IV
COMPARISON OF DATA COLLECTSD BY THs STATS -

The questionnaire administered by the Instructional Media Divie
sion was- divided into five sections, oorresponding to the sections of
the state guidelines. The findings of this chapter will also be pre-
sented’ in five corresponding sections, followed by & summary-. '

A summary of the reaponses to the "Ourrent Status" questionnaire
is. in Appendix E. The 1tems are listed, followed by the number and per-
centage of responses in each of the columns available on the acore o
shect. the "zero" response, undeflned in the guidelines or on the
score sheet, was marked frequently. The four other columns corresponded
to "Phase Une," "Phase Uwo," eto.l-Because'ot the varied nature of the
"zero" reaponoes. averages of responsoo_to'eaoh item hove not been'used.

Howevur, the author has oomputed.totdls and percentages of Eesponaes for

:each column in each of the five sections.

The administrator of the Instructional Media Division requested
that this study avoid comparisons which identified individual schools;
therefore, éeneral comparisons have been ghown by the_tobulation of the

data, and are discussed below.

Philosophy and Program

Since there were twenty-one schools responding, ten responses to

any item would indicate a substantisl cluster. Responses totalled ten

23
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or more in a single phase on eleven items in this section. The following
paragraphs present these items, along with the description of the phase
in which the clustering occufed, paraphrased from the Utah guidelines.

Selection (Phase One, ten responses): School leaves selection
to the media coordinator with verbal understardings from
the faculty. '

Veeding (Phase One, fifteen responses): School leaves weeding to
% the media coordinator.

Circulation (Phase One, ten responses): School leaves the circu-
lation policy to the media coordinator.

C Names of Facility (Phase One, thirteen responses): The central
\ media facility is called the library and/or AV center.

Professional Person's Title (Phase One, twelve responses): The
N . professional media person (s) is called "Librarian" and/or
' ‘"AV Coordinator." :

Staff Utilization (Puase One, eleven responses): The average per= -
centage of faculty and staff members using the center, not
including faculty meetings, is less than 50 percent wéekly. .

. Inventory (Phase Two, thirteen responses)s Schools maintain a
N - " central inventory of both materials and equipment-(all
materials and equipment in the school.) Physical inven=
tory (counting) is taken annually. " ‘ :

Location of Materials (Phase Two, fourteen responses): ‘All
printed materials are available for immediate student
usage. Audiovisual materials are behind counters or in
locked rooms. )

‘Bours (Phase Two, twelve responses): The center is open during
school hours (including lunch period) and at least thirty
_ minutes preceding the beginning and following the ending
e of classes. : - : . '

Scheduling Students (Phase Three, ten responses)s Students are
free to come to the center at any time it is open.

Scheduling Professional Media Persons (Phase Four, eleven res-
ponses): Media professionals are free to work with those
needing help at least 70 percent of the time. Scheduled

_time with large groups does not exceed 30 percent.
This section hed only four "zero" responses, partly because few
of the items' wording left opportunity to use that response. "Lower
than Phase One" was the interpretation given to three of. the four "zero"

responses.

32
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Personnel

-A broadar range of responses is found in this section than in the
previous one. There were a substantial number (15.48 percent) of "zero"
responses. Clustering‘of ten or more ;esponses occurred in five of the
eight items. Those with no clustering referred to the utilizgtion func-
tions of professional personnel, to the number of fechnical and clerical
personnel, and to the utilization functions of clerical and technical

personnel.,

.

The items for-which clustering occurred are as follows:

Number of Professional Educators (Media) Eaployed (Phase One,
eleven responses): At least one per 1,000 students.

Management Functions of Professional Personnel (Phase Four, ten
responses): Spend less than 30 percent of their time
training members of media teams, supervising members of
media teams, and planning and organizing the media pro-
gram, facilities, etec.

Clerical and Technical Functions of Professional Personnel (Phase
. Two, eleven responses): Spend - between 20 and 50 percent
of their time ordering and cataloging materials and equip-
ment, producing transparencies, audio tapes, charts,
graphs, etc., circulating materials and equipment, repair-
' ing materials and equipment, typing, duplicating audioc and
video recordings, and taking inventory. '

Certification (Phase Three, ten responses): All professional
media personnel have qualified for and received the
. teaching certificate with basic media endorsement.

Clerical and Technical Functions of Nonprofessional Personnel
(Prase Four, ten respornses): Spend 100 percent of their
time in clerical and technical areas; do not attempt to
operate a center but work under the direction of a pro-
fessional media coordinator. (Although five responses
were in Phase Two or Phase Three on this item, Phase Two
and Phuse Three are the same as Phase Four. The number
of responses: in this category could, therefore, be said
to be fifteen, instead of ten.)

Facilities .
Facilities are predominantly in the earlier stages of development,

as indicated by 34.07 percent response in “zero" and 26.10 percent res-
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ponse in Phase One. Clustering occurred four times in the "zero" column
and once in Phase One. No clusters_occurrgd in othe; phases. In all
but two items, responses in the "zero" ané Phage One column were more
than half of the total responsé. The two items for which this is not
true were "Group Viewing and ‘Listening," and "Office Space."

The following descriptions represent Phase One. Since all clus-
ters occurred either in Phase One or "zero"rit is assumed in all but one
.1tems that the meaning 6f."zefo" is "Less than Phase One." The item
relating to a large classroom as part of the media center.lists "None" -
ﬁs Phase One.t It is, therefore, impossible to guess why tenlrespondents
indicated "zero;" | |

Display and Circulation Areas (four zero responses, ten Phase dne)s

100 to 150 square feet.

Size of Individual Study Area (three zero, eight .hase One): §
percent of student enrollment can be handled simultaneously
at 15 square feet per student.

Power Available without the Use of an Extehsion Cord (nine zero,
8ix Phase One): 10 percent of the seating capacity equip-
ped with power. -

Carrels (six zero, five Phése One): Carrels for less than 1 per-
cent of student enrollment. o ‘

Equiphed (eleven zero, four Phase One): At least one each of the
- following set up and ready for individual use: Filmstrip
viewer and tape listening.

Conference Rooms (five zero, seven Fhase One): At least one room.

Large Classroom as Part of the Media Center (ten zero, four Phase
 One): Equipped with appropriate audiovisual equipment and
accoustical treatment, not assigned to any specific class
or group. None. '

Production Area (eight zero, nine Phase One)s 200 or more square
feet of floor space and 30 square feet of production sup-
ply storage as part of the media center. :

Equipment Storage (eight zero, four Phase One): 100 or more
square feet for storage of circulating AV equipment.

Work Area (five zero, nine Phase One): At least 100 square feet
for processing materials and minor maintenance.

'ERIC .' | 34
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Professional Area (twelve zero, one Phase One): Over 150 square
feet, designed as a teachers' lounge and conference area
adjacent to the production area if possible.

Fouipment

Clusters of responses in the "zero" column occurred for five of

L]

the QQirty-two items in this section; two Phase One clusters plus a come-
bination of ”zerqﬁ and Phase One responses forming eight more clusteré
were observed, making a total of fifteen items with responses in the
earlier phases.. Eight clusters were noted in Phase Four,,but_thera were
no clusters in co}ﬁmns representing Phase Two or Three. The following
(iift presénts the Phase Four clusters first, followed by the lower ones.

16 mm Projector (ten Phase Four responses)s One plus one per
five teaching stations. :

Filmstrip or Combination Filmstrip/Slide Projector (twelve Phase
Four): One plus one per eight teaching stations.

Opaque Projector (twelve Phase Four): One plus one per thousand
' _ : students.

Record Player (thirteen Phase Four): Two plus two per fifteen
teaching stations, plus one for music department; one for
girls' physical education department, and one for audi-

Iz} . torium.

Audio Tape Recorders (ten Phase Four): ‘One plus one per ten
teaching stations. :

Duplicating Maching (ten Phase Four): One per media center plus
one per thirty teaching stations. (Phase Three is the
_ same, and had four additional responses.)

Paper Cutter (ten Phase Four): One 15-inch or larger paper cutter
for every twenty teaching stations and at least one 24-inch .
or larger for the school. '

Primary Typewriter (thirteen Phase Four): One per school. (All
phases above Phase One are the same, and had one additional.
response.) o

2 The observation was made that the items in which Phase Four dev-
elopment occurred were standard, basic equipment, traditionally used for

regular instruction by most classroom teachers. The items which follow,
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which were in lower stegee of- develoPment were those which would be used
for individual or small-group study, not directly under the supervision
.of & teacher. They utilize newer forme of media, and represent changes |
- in teaching methods. '
8 om Proaector (eleven zero, one Phase One): Two plus one per

fifty teaching stations.

Filmstrip Viewers (fourteen zero, five Phase One): One per fifty
students.

2x2 Slide Viewer (twelve zero, seven Phase One): One per achool.\

« TV Receiver (eighteen zero, one Phaae One)s One per four teaching
stations. .

Micro-projector (eight zero, five Phase One): Zero per aehool.

Audio Tape Players (eight: 'zero, three Phase One): One per twenty
. teaching etations.

Listening Stations (seven zero, five Phese One): One portable
listening station w;th eight or more earphones.

Projection Cart (five zero, twelve Phase One): One per every
- four portable pieces of equipment.

Radio Receiver (ten zero, one Phase One): One AM=FM set per media
center.

Video Tape Recorder (six zerom,nine Pheae One): One per media
center.

Traneparency Equipment (three zero, eight Phase One)s One type.
Rapid Process Camera (five zero, eight Fhase One)s None. '

Film Rewind (six zero, four Phase One): None. . (Phase Two is the
same, and had five additional responses.)

Mechanical Lettering. Device {eleven Phage One): None.
~ In this section' there were several categories for whiph the "zero"
response was meaningless because Phase One indicates "None." Percentagee
in the varzous columns demonstrate the high and low pattern of distribue
tion. The "zero" column had 20.98 percent; Phaee One had 20.53 percent,
Phase Two had 14.88 percent; and Phase Fbur had 28.42 percent.

Materials

The responses indicated that the collections are lower than Phase
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One in the following itemss filmstrips, 8 mm films, tape and disc recorﬁ-
ings, study prinfs, art prints, overhead transparencies or masters, pro=-
fessional books and professional magazines.. No schools are below Phase
One in books or newspapers, and only one is below Phase One in magazines.
One cluséer appeared in Phage One, opposite "Professionsl Collection,
curriculum guides." 4 single cluster in Phase Two referred to books,

and another in Phase Three was for magazines. The only Phase Four clus-
ter was rglated to pamphlets, clippings, and other ephemera.

- For six items, there were'no responsés in Phase Four: magazines,

8 mn films, study prints, art prints, professional books, and professioual

curriculum guides. There was 6nly one response (Phgse Four) above Phase

| Oneqfor filmstrips, and for tape and disc recordings. Study‘prints had

no responses above Phase Two. The following dessriptions relate to the
clustered responses. |

Books (eleven Phase Three responses): Thirty books per student.

Magazines (ten Phase Four): Over eighty titles with duplication’
: of titles and indexes as required. : ’

Pamphlete, Clippings and Epherera (ten responses, Phase Four)s:
Have a file available for teacher and student use.

Filmstrips (thi:teen zero, seven  Phase One): Five hundred film-
strips or one per pupil, whichever is greater.

8 mm Fiime (fourteen zero, four Phase One)s One print for every
twenty~five students with a minigum of twenty-five prints.

Tape and Disc Audio Recordings (seventeen zero, three Phase One):
Over one thousand records or tapes or one per student,
whichever is greater, exclusive of language laboratory,
controlled reading materials, etc. .

Study Prints (sixteen zero, three Phase One): One set. per teach-
ing etation plus.ten sets all to be housed in the media
center: '

Art Prints (fifteen zero, two Phase One): 150 reproductions.

Overhead Transparencies and/or Transparency Masters (fifteen zero
two Phase One): One per student. | .

J'7
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Professional Collectzqns, Books (twelve zero, six Phase One):

~ Over fifty titles. 5 .
Professional Collections, Magazines (twelve zZero, eix Rhase One):
Over ten titles. , .

Oouraes of Study -and Curriculum Guides (seven'zero, ten Phase
One)s One copy of each state and district course of atudy
guide available from the district office. '

The general trend i; this section is to low responses;'with 41.96

percent in the "zero" colum and 19.64 percent in Phase Cne.

Summa - . . '
d- s e . N ‘ ) N N

The clusters of'responses indicate trends regard;néfaqme.items,
although variations oqcurréd. ‘Highéf phases of develppménf“wq;e ﬁ%tedw
in the scheduling of professional pefsonnel, in thé management functidna
of professional personnel, and in the clerical.gnd technical functions
of non-professional personqsl. Eight types of traditional, basioc équip_-.°
ment were found to have clusters in Phase Four, .as did_goliecfions of
'boogs, magazines and epheﬁéral print.matérials. ;

Areas which were notably low were more numerous in all seotions
except "Personnel." The greateat g;oportion of "zero" or Fhase One P
responses was in the sectzon descr ;ng non-priﬁt materialse. Besponées
. in the section describing facilities were also predominangly ei£her
-in.the "zero" columh or Phase One. Items 6£ equipment which, provide
for individual student use of non-jrint materials were in éhé_lo;ér
stages of development. There is' a low response to itéms in the "Philo-
sophy and Program" section which describe nage; of facilities and per-

sonnel.
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*

OTHER CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SCHOOLS

Informetioﬁ about fifteen other characteristics of the schiools
was tabulated. Each school was assigned a code number, and the figures

regarding each item of data were recorded opposite the code number of
o . . N . . %Y .

: : ~
the school to which they applied. These tahulations are presented in =~

Appendix F.
p For eage of tabulatieﬁ, eaehaiteg of information has been assigned
a number. The list of items, which vill be referred to as "Veriahles;" |
wzth their respective numbers follows. (the numbers were derived from
the keypunch column for the eompuézr pregram vhich was used):

Personnel - L

85¢ The years of. serviee of the principel in hie or her
present position.

86. The years of service of the librarian or media coor-

' " dinator (the full-time, professional person in
charge of the media center) in his or her preeent
. - position.
‘ 87. Possession of a master's degree by the media coordin-

.ator or librerian. .

o .

Facilities

88.. Age of the school building.

89+ Determination of whether remodelling had been done so
as to affect the media center. ,

90. Presence or absence of accoustical floor covering

- o (carpet) in the media center. -

R

Expenditures

91, Per pupil expenditures for library books and periodie
) cals. )

31
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92. 7Per pupil expenditures for audiovisual materiala and
equipment. .

- Sourcea of Revenue

93. Per pupil expense from state and local funds for
instructional materials program, total.
94, Per pupil expense from State Media Improvement Fund.
95. Per pupil expense from federal funds foy instruce
. : tional materials program.
96, Assessed valuation of property in district, per pupil.
97. ZIotal school district mill levy.

Other Data L,

Ha '

98. Average salarﬁwﬁf'the class of "Other Instructional

. * Personnel," which includes librarians.

v 99. -Student-teacher ratio, not inoludingaremedial teash- ’
' ers, for the district.

Personnel‘

The principals' years of aervioe did not vary, as videly as did
‘the media ooordinatore' 'The longest period reported for a principal 1n
. his present position was fourteen years, while there were two with one
year and six with two years. The media ooordinatora' terms in their
“present positions variad from twenty-six years to one year. The nieans

and standard deviations illustrate the comparison:

o o Mean " Standard Deviation
* Principals' Terms 5.0952 years 3.6181 years

. o ' 'Media Coordinators' : :
; | . Terms 8.1429 years 7.164k years

Modia coordinators with master's degrees were 1ooated in eight
schools. Seventy-five percent of’ the media coordinators with master 8
&egreeo had terms of service shorter ?han the mean. They comprised 43
percent of thoae vhoge term waa lesa than the mean, or 29 percent of the

total number of media coordinators. Twenty-five peroent of the media

coordinators with master's degrees had terms of servioe longer than the
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nean. They comprised 29 percent of those whose terme were longer than -

'the“mepn, or 10 percent of the total.

Seven principals had terms longer than the meah; fourteen had
terms shorter than the mean. Only one of the "older“ principals had a

nedia coordinetor WIth a master's degree, while six did not. Among the

'principala with shorter terma of service, half had media ooordinators

with master's degrees and half did not. -

Facilities

The meal age of buildirgs was-19‘3810 Yyears, with a standard

‘deviation of 20.0. This presents extremely wide difference, uhich is

modified in fact by the remodelling that has been done. Seven of the

eight buildings which were older than the mean had been remodelled in

‘ways that affeeted the media oenter. Only one of the schools whose

N

| building was younger then the mean had ‘been so remodelled, ‘and only one

of the media oenters in a building older than the mean had not been
affected by remodelling. There were,two instences when the age of'the'

school was not given, due to conflicting or missing information. One

‘of these had been remodelled.

Fifteen of the schools had carpeted floors in their media centers.
Carpeting had been added in every one of the eight schools that had been
remodelled. The average age of the hon-remodelled buildings (disregard- -

ing one whose age is unknown) with carpet is 7.67 years. The average

'ege of the buildings without a carpeted media center is 19.66 years.

The non-carppted schools have principals with an average term of service

of 7.5 years, aﬁd.media coordinators with an average }erm of 6.33 yeare.
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Expends tures | ,

Per pupil eipenditures for library books and periodicals had a
nean of $2.86, with a stsndsrd deviation of $1.01. The high figure was
$5.14, while no sohool vent below $1.75. Seven schools exceeded the
mean. | | |

kudiovisual expenditures had a mean of $3.02 per pupil, with a

._‘stsndsrd deviation of 3@\57. urester vsriation between ‘extremes .

occurred ih sudiovisual expenditures than in print materials' expendi-

_ tures; three schools had a high figure of $5.34, and the low was $.52.
It was interesting to note that the schools which spent the least on
audiovisual isterisls (8}52 per pupil) spent a fairly 1arge amount
($4.04 per pupil) on library books and riodicsls, vhile the schools |
.. with the high figure for audioVisusl expens were next to lowest in. -
'“their allotment for print materials (81.88 per-pupil). Twelve of the
. / sohools. on the other hand, had print and non-prin expenditures that

vsre less thsn one dollar apart.

Sources of Revenue :
Funds for schools in Utah are oramn from local, ‘state dng\iederal
souroesa Most of the state and local resenue in 1972-73 was.adminis-
' tered according to a formula which guaranteed every district a basio
amoun;‘per distribution unit, based on studantipopulation. The districts
.oould add to this amount by levying additionsl local taxes or by obtsin- N

ing edditional funds under certain state and federal programs. Thrso_

fund categories considered for this study were the total state and local
funds, a special State Media Improvement Fund, and a éroup of federal
funds authorized by varicus titles and amendments of the National Defense

| o a2 R
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Education Act and the Elementary aﬂ&\§ecdndany Education Act. These

: “
federal sources were listed separately iz the F-4 reports, but were come

™
‘\

bined for this study. - T
There is a notable vatiation in the per—puﬁi& dmounta of state
and local funds used for 1nstructzonal media programs. *The high figure
is $30.7 and the low is $11.0, with a mean of $18.9 and a standard devi-
ation of $5.68. These figures include salaries of media personnel as

well as costs of materials and equ;pment. They include funds for maip—
™~

tenance and operation as wéll as capital outlay money used for instruc-\\\

tional materials programs. ‘The school with the highest‘per pupilttotal
had used a large amount of its capital outlay funds fo" the purchaae of
equipment for its instructional media program .

State Media Improvement thde were uaed by the districts in |
amounts varying from 3#.29 to 31.49 per pupil (the mean was $2.13 and
the standard deviation was 8.85); This #értation was less'wide than
the variation in federal funds used by the diatriéts; however. Per
pupil federal funds ranged from $11.lh to.S.OS. 'The mean and standard
deviation were $2.50. j |

While the Utah state school finance formula tended to narrow the
. differences in funds available to distzdcts, it was interesting to note
that this study indluded schools from both the richest apd'the poo;est

districts, in terms of their assessed valuations. The highest assessed

valuation per pupil was $193 million, while the lowest was $35 million.

The mean was $67 million, and'ﬁi#e schools were in districts which were
above the mean.

The assessed valuation was related to the mill levy, in some
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degree. The higheat mill levy\vas 56.73, and it ocourred in a district
vith an assessed valuation of 86ﬁ\million per pupil. However, the love
est mill levy (32.60) was in the dxstrxct with the highest valuation,

The mean mill levy was 50.32, with é\atandard deviation of 5.13.

Other .‘Ifa‘ta. | \
The salary figures tabulated are.hot for classroom teachers, but
for a group of instructional professional personnel that iné;udea. in
addition to 1ibra§ians, éphool psychologists,.counselgra and. social
" workers. The other groups mﬁy have-skewed the figuté to be higher than
the éctua} aweraée media coordinator;é salary, but the classroom teacher
figure would have been misleading.. The mean salery was $10,200, with a
‘standard deviation of $747. - Thesé salaries are detefmined by the educa~
tional preparation and years of service of the person, applying the |
bgsic‘aalaxy schedule of the district.
| The teacher-pupil ratio varied from.22 to Za:studénts per .second=
ary teacher, not including remedial teachers. There'is'a mean of 25 and
a standard deviation of 2. Nine schools are below the mean, seven above
ié, and five are at’thelnean. The sohoqls above the mean did.not seen
tg form any pattern in reference to other data tabulated here, but the
a#glxgis'of association provided some additional observations in fhia

and qtﬁas categories.



CHAPTER VI
ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

The SPSS computer program provided breakdown chﬁrts comparing“;hé
groups which responded in each phase for each of the eigﬁty-four items
on the state questionnaire with twelve of the tifteen variables listed
in Chapter V. Three variaﬁles, numbérs 87, 89, and 90, were excluded
from further analysis because their “ye§ o;‘no".ahgwéra did not £it the
format that was heigg used. | | | |

From this analysis it waa possible to identify asaociations that
existed.bétween the two sets of variéblep. Means and stendard deviations

provided in_fhg breakdown charts were used to locate and compare the

~ distribution of responses for each of the twelve variables. "Fositive

association" was seen when high quantity in the va;iable co-occurred
with hiéh kPhase Foui) response to the questionnaire. When the High .
duantity in the variéble coincided with low response in the gquestionnaire
item, the association was:teimed Ynegative." For many items no anaociap
tion, either positive or neg@tive,_couLd be found. | |

Each chart in the print-out was examined for positive, negative,

“or no association. "Zero" responses which could not be interpreted to

mean "less than Phase One" were discarded. The association valus, ia

the form of a plus, minus, or zero was tabulated for each of the varia-

- bles. These tabulations are in Appendix G, and are discussed below.

Table 1 summarizes the positive,.negative, and non-association

37 .
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values for each of the twelve variables. Single asterisks mark the pre=-
doninant value for each varigble, and double asterisks identify those
values which are equal to or greater than half of the possible total

value (84) if the association were complete.

TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF ASSOCIATION VALUES OF TWELVE VARIABLES

o

Variable Number of Associations (Total = 84)
Kuaber Pogitive | Negative | No Assdciation
85 | uaw 9 |. 33
86 4 wee | 36
88 15 20 4y # i
9 s | 33 by w
92 | 23 27 3h
93 8 | a0 | 56 *#
9k 24 1% 4§
95 o | 1 13
96 12 21 | 5L
97 6 37 SR
98 22 20 yo *
99 15 29 . Lo *

Non-association of the variables was the.mode, coﬁsidering the
comparison in éeneral.. Only two variables showed a positive association
in half or more of the items, and only one showed a negative association
value above 50 percent.

The'most striking association occurred with Variable 95, "Per
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pupil expenditureé of federal funds for instructional materials pro=-
grams." This variable had a positive association with every section of

the questionnaire. Tﬁe'bulk of its thirteen non-association gcores were

in the section'descriﬁing facilities, and the one negative association -

had to dc with the number of non-profeasional employees.

| The length of service of principals in their present positions
was strongly associated with high scores on the questionnaire, and had
few negative associations. Specific categories of positive association.
included selection, weeding and circulation policies, the names for the
facility and thé title of the professional personnel, inventory, and
the management, utilization and clerical and technical functions of the
media pe:sonnel! as well as with certification. "Older" principals were

also positively associated with group study areas, conference rooms,

equipment storage area, work areas, professional areas, office space,

#nd 16 mm projectors, slide projectors and filmstrip projectors. Their
schools had more TV receivere,'hich—projectors, recordbplayera and
audio tape players, as well as listening stations, projeotien carts and
projection screens, and copying and duplidating machines. They were
strong in.the provision of rapid process'cameras, Primary typewriters,
and copy cémerae, fiim revinds, film and tape sélicers, and mechanical
lettering‘devicee. Their collections were strong in 8 mm films; 16 mn
films, tape and diac recordihgs, study prints and globes.

The negative association value of the length’of service of media
coordinators in their present position was even more striking., Some of
the negative associations were with categories in which rapid change has

occurred, such as the name of the facility and title of professional

personnel, audiovisual software and its equipment vhich was designed to
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be used by individusl students in the media center, and with photographic
.production tools. Other negative a;sociatidne were with facilities that
‘were &typiocal of older buildings: conference rooms, storage space, etc.

Variable‘bl, "Per pupil expense for librar& books and peribdi-
cals," and Variable 92, "Per pupil expense for audiovisual materials and
supplies," provided gome interesting contrasts and conflic*s. Both had
fairly eérong negative associations, but the audiovisual expense had
.8trong positive association value-as well. The aaaocigtione of_the two
_variablee were opposite each other in eleven items{ title of the media
person, scheduling of students, noh-professionai personnel utilization,
group study area, conference room, TV receiver, projection carts, radio .
receiver, transparency produétion eqﬁipment. study prints (in all these
Variable 91 waQ negative), and séheduling of media coordinator (here
Variable 91 was positive and Variable 92 waa.pegative). |

The two variables ﬁoth had negative assqciations with location
of materials, card catalog, hou:s; certificatibn, number of noneprofes=
"aional persons employed, space for d. aplay, circﬁlatibng ahd individu#l
study area, large classroum, proféssional area, slide projectoré and‘
viewers and filmstrip viewers, iistening sfatiqns, primary typewriters,
numbers of books, tape and disc recordings. High audiovisual expense
had a positive association with po;iciea for selection; weeding, circu-
lation, name of~facility and title of media person.

“Per pupil expenditures of state and local funds," Variable 93,
-had stfong negative associations, primarily in regard to préduction toole
and audiovisual equipment. This circumstance may be related to the fact

that these funds are the basic source for all school district programs,
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and districts with high phases of developmeﬁt in instructional media had
ofteﬁ cbtained additional funds frcm other sources for instructional
media, using their basic source for maintenance and operatiﬁn. This
speculation is partly supported by the fact that Variable 94, "Per pupil-
expenditure of State Méﬁia Improvement'Funds,“'had some positive associ-
ations opposite the negative ones of Variable 93. and, as mentioned pre-
viouely, the variable dealing with federal funds vaa slmoat wholly posi=-
tive. |

The poai¥ive associations with the use of State Media Improve-
ment funds extended into all sections excépt the one describing fhcili-
ties. Policies. non-profeasional personnel functzons, viewing and list-
ening equipment, production tools were strongly assoc:ated.

The negative asaociationg of Variable 96 and Variable 97 weré
broadly acqttered in all seqtioné; Since high assessed valuation
(Vﬁriable 96) and high'mi;l levy (Variable 97) ure related in a way
that is almost inverse, it was difficult to guess why they both were
‘aégociated negatively with the higher phasea of media program dev§10p~
mente. | . | i | !
Higher aalarieaﬂfor profeasiona1 media persohnelnaﬁa highe;
teacher~pupil ratios had positive assoqiations in comhon ih eight cate-
gories£ gpneral‘philoaophy, gelection and circulation policies, inven-
tory, card catalog, utilization 'of non-professional personnel,_trans-

' parency production'eqﬁipment; and filmstrips. Higher salaries (Variable
98) had strdng associations of both positive and negative values. Its
vpoaitive_relationships lay in the fhilosophy and program sections, in

the production materials area, and in a few classes of equipment. It
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had more negative associations with items describing facilities..some
kinds of equipmént, and with the less conventional items in the ¢collec-
tion. The negative associations in tyese areas coincided in some cases
with the negative associations of the "older" media coordinators; this
i§ reasonable, because long experience is a factor in the higher salary
of the media'coordinator; | |

'A high teacher-pupil ratio had'# iérge number of negative associ-
ations. These were the highest in the sections describing equipment,
materials, and facilities. However, there were glso negat;ve associa~ -
tions between high teachgrgpupil ratio and util;z?tién by faculty and .
staff, scheduling of the ﬁedia co;rdinator to proiide forﬁaccessibility-
_to students, certification.'an& the number of noh-piofessional perabnnel

employed. These negative associations can be seen as gymptomatic.of

' districts whose financial strain is great; the high teadhérupupi;7ratio'

is accompanied by strain in other areas.

oo™
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CHAPTER VII -
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

| In order to establish a.basio for future planning, this study
compared media programs in twenty-one Utah high schools. Those schools .
having between 700 and 1500 students were selected. .
The otudy satisfied its two hypotheses by employing methods that
. were p"imarily descriptive, although some statist;cal oomputations were
used. Differences and simglarities.;n the media progranms of the schools
‘'were identified and desoribod. using the responsés'to.§he«“0urrent Sta=
tug" oueotionnaire administered by the Utah Inatruotional Media Divieion,
as well as respongses to an author-prepared quest;onnaire, observationa
from vigits to the-sohools,-and other'data. Both pooitive and negativo
aosoo;otions were found between oooponaes to the "Current Status" quess
tionnaire and other characteristics of the schools, although there were
mﬂﬁv instances in which no association could be shown.
School oodia'orograms vere seen to vary from “zero" feaponse to
" Phase Four in all five sections of the state guidelines. Some:cluoterine.
. of responsea occurred in each section. Gone;all&, the development of
school media programs appeared to be loﬁ, as measnred against the state
guidelines. However, the varzation was ve:y large, and occurred in all
areas. . |
Aggociations were strongest between high quantities of foderal
funds used for media programs and reoponaos indicating higher phasea
b3
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of development on the questionnaire. ‘The length of service of princie-

pals also

showed positive association with high phases of development

in many instances, while the longer service of media coordinatoré was

associated with low responses to the questionnaire. -

Concluaions | | .
1. The associations noted in the data wegg descriptive only._

2

No cause and effect relationships were inferred, nor could
be, by these methods of-analysia. | |
. Although differences in the media programs in the high
schools'in the study were many, the ggneral level of develop-

nent was very low. The guidelines suggested types of media

" programs that were still in the future for most schools. .

3

b

The levels of media program development appeared to be
related to financial support. This was_boine out-hy the posi-
tive association of federal funding with advanced de&elop-
nent. The frequent incidence of low develcpment in faciii;
ties, equipment. non-print materials and supportive personnel

“also*imply lack of funds.

"Conflict existed between the traditional view'of library éer—
vice and the newér audiovisual elements of the media program.
Expenditures for print and non-print items were in combeti-
tion in some achools Ebapite consistent emphasis in the guide-
lines on an integratéd program. Attitudes toward the integ-

k<

rated concept were less than totally enthusiastic. The nega-

. ¢ive association between length of service of media céordina-

tors and levels of reéponse 1ilustrated the divergence in
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concept.' The wording of the éuidelineé advocated the adop-
tion of new <technology gnd,new}terminoldgy. .Wording may ha;e
been related'to some of the neg;tive aasooiatioha that were
identified.
There was little in the guidelines to indicate the quality

of service which vas being given to the faculty end students

. for whom the media programs were designed. Although visits\

and interviews gaye the author the general impression that
,gqod‘aqrvice was present in the achools,{there were no aée-

quate'instruments to measure service.

‘o

n

‘The state guidelines shou;d be :eviaed in such a way thﬁt:

a: the ambiguity of "zero" reépoﬁgés"and oflvﬁxying responses ,
'to i£em§ in whiéh several phases had identical description&
vill be eliminateds - IR o

" b. concepts of the revised national standards, as scon as

they become ava.ila.l':'le,; wi]i _' be ‘incorpora’te;lg

c; s many school-level professidnal media persons as possie-

_ble will be involved in the restatement of guidelines, |
and will have greater»uﬁderstahﬁ;ng of and éommittment to
'_-the new guidelines; | ’

d. measures qfceffectiveness oflthe media program for“studenta
and faculty uill‘b; stated in a usable way. |

Thﬁ strong associstion betwgen fedeial funds aqd.advanced

development of ﬁedia programs suggests that increased fe@ergl

funding should be sought actively by state, local and dist?igt

oJd
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o  Suggestions for Further Studg
\/) ». : 1.

t

. 24

&

3,

® 46
me@ia peooonnel.
An exchange of.visits between oedia coordinotora vould facie
litate sharing of ideas and-diocuoaion of coamon prodlems,

and sghould be enbouraged.,

L
.

The data collected for thxa atudy are avazlable for further
invest;gation of the relationshipa of the variables. There
are indications that some dependent reletionshipe might exist.
The relationahip ‘between the-“Current Status" and \ 3 onee

year priorities and the flve-year goals reported in raaponoe

*‘to the state quastionnaire inviteo a study.

Another worthwhile study-could.inveotigate attitudes of media
personnel toward the state suidelines and toward the changes
in educational technology that are ooourrzng. .

The purpoé;a, uaea, and effecte of the State Média Inprove-
ment Funds woul&iﬁake an interesting study which might give

" . sume guidance in future financial arrangements for media

5.

programs. )

6 .

There is an urgent need to identify criteria which can be

used to measure the“effeot;veness_of'modia programs.

[
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School Name. -

APPENDIX A

‘stde

Anerican Fork High Schol' 851

Ben Lomond High Schopl
Bingham High School
‘Bountiful High School
Carbon High School

- Cyprus High School
Davis High School -

- Dixie High School
Jordan High School
‘Logan High School -
Murray High Seh061
Payson High school
Pleasant Grove High School -
Roy High School . '
San Juan High School
Spanish Fork High.SchooI '
‘Springville High School
Tooele High School
Uintah High School
Weber High School

~ Woods Cross High Schobl

875

1454
1179 -
1397

1401
12352
749

. 1224
1012

425
725
989

1338
158
867
855

1465
750 -

1447
875

i
&

"

LIST OF HIGH SCHOOLS STUDIED =

. Grades

10-12 -

10-12
1012
10-12

. 10-12
10-12
1012

10-12
- 10-12
10-12
10-12

10-12
9-12

10-12

7-12
10-12

- 10=12
9-12 .

10-12
10-12
10=-12

Sohool District

Alpine
Ogdenb
Jordan
Davis

Carbon
Granite
Davis

. Washington -
Jordan
Logan

Murray

- Nebo
"Alpine

Weber

. San Juan
| Nebo

Nebo
Tooele
Uintah

Weber

Davis
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\' | APPENDIX B

OPTICAL SCANNING FORM

On the fol;qy;ﬂgApage’téfiﬂfgﬁgiﬁile of the optical scanning
~form used‘b;ﬂ;gé.ﬁfah State Board of Bducation, Instructionsl Media
- Division,‘to‘record Tesponses fram'school lib;dries. ! Bach sehool
;ompletes three of these: :;3 in green, iﬁdidates the current status
. of the séhool's medié program; one, in red, indicates priorities:Set
for the next year; another, in blue, indicates goals'set for five
yéa¥s ahead. The booklet'of‘guideliné must be used with the scanning

N

form. Sample pages of the booklet of gui elinée are in Appendix D.
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APPENDIX C
SAMPLE PAGES OF UTAE GUIDELINES

On the following pag?s are samples from the Utah State Board of
Bducation, Instructional Media Division, publication Media--How Are We
Doiﬁg? Gui&elihes for the Development of an Ingtructional Media System,

'Part IV. Note that fhis booklet is gséd‘withfan optical scanning form
to recori'responses. The person completing the form réads the'itém in

the booklet, then sélects the ﬁhase vhich describes his program.
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APPENDIX D ,
QUESTIONNAIRE AND COVER LETTERS

The questionnaire was designed for this study and sent to the
principels and media coordinators in each of the achools studied. There
are three cover letters, which were sent to district superintendents,

principals, and media coordinators, respeétively.

!



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

QUESTIONNAIRE -

The following questions should be answered by the principal ‘and the media '
coordinator. The term "media coordinator" refers to the person who administers
instructional material, print and noneprint, in the school. If the responsibility
1s divided, please use the second copy of the questionnaire which was gsent to the
media coordinator and give information for both people. The term "media program"
includes both library and AV services and assumes that they are combined..

I. Pérgonnel

l. How many years have you served in your present position?
Principal . : o
Media Coordinator

2. What was your previous assignment in the school system? If you were a
Yeacher, indicate your grade level and/or subject &réd,
. Principal ' .

Media Coordinator

(3]

3+ How many yeafs’have‘you been a professional educator in public schools?
Principal . '
Media Coordinator

s Check the following items which describe the Media Coordinator's
professional training: - .
Basic Teaching Certificate___Grade and/or Subject
Professional Teac“ing Certificate Grade and/or Subject
Basic Media Endorsement____ Professional Media Endorsement
In-gervice preparation or Special Media Courses '
Masdter's Degree Subject of Master's Degree

Other (Specify)

5. List the professional organizations to which the Media Coordinator belongs
and check the blank(s) indicating activity in each organization. .
Officer ___ Committee Member___

¢

_ Officer ___ Committee Member____

Officer __ Committee Member___

- II. Resources Available to ?chbol

l. Does your school district maintain and circulate a collection of
(check those which apply) '
Materials, including l16mm films, filmstrips, tapes, pictures, etc.
AV equipment, including projectors, tape recorders, etc.

2. If your district has.the items mentioned above, how often do you use
this service? ;
Regularly Occgsionally . Seldom Never

\
\
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Does your district have a rental or borrowing arrangement thh a university
or regional AV center? Yes__ __ No _____

If you answered "Yes" to #3, how often do you use this service?

- Regulerly. Occasionally___ Seldom ____ Never ___

Do the students and faculty of your school have access . to a public

- library in your community? Yes No. ‘'If "ies" give the name

of the library

Do the students and faculty of your school have a un;versity library
near enough for use? Yea — No. If "Yeg" give ,the name of
the university: : :

Does the Utah State Library provide botkmobile servioe in your area?

‘Yes No ___

ﬁuilding and Facilities

How old is your school building?

Has your building been remodelled in such a way as to affect the librany
or media program? —Tes -No.

If you answered "Yes" to #2, give the date and a deacription of the
remodelling:

-

Does your Instructional Materials Center (L:brary) have acqustigél
floor covering° ‘ Yes No o

Does your school have access to equipment for making and playing back
video tape record1ngs Yes ____No .

Special Needs and Interests
1.

Has your school had any curriculum development projects or special pro-
grams that have affected your media program? Please describe them:

Does your community have special needs or interests that affect your
school's media program? Please describe any of these that you cans

Are there any groups of citizens who express specific interest in school
policies which affect your medza program? Please describe eny of these:

6d



LETTER TO SUPERINTENDENTS

Dear Superintendent __° ’

You have been an active participant in the effort to improve the
instructional media resources in your district, and you are undoubtedly
avare that Utah's State Board of Education has promoted growth of media
programs, publishing a set of state guidelines for the use of schools
and districts.

B This year, for the first time, a.complete body of raw date is
available to permit comparlson of the instruotional media programs in
Utah schools with the state's guidelines. The Instructional Media
Division of the Office of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
has collected from each district and school an evaluation of the current
program and facilities as well as each school's projected changes for
one and five years hence. The date is storsd in the computer at the
state office.

- You are probably asking the same quea&ions that the people in
Nebo District, where I teach, are:- (1) How do my schools' media pro=-
grams compare with the state guidelines? and (2) How do the programs of
dhie schools in my district compare with those in other dlstrlcts? I
chose this problem for a study in connection with a Mester's program in
Library and Informa%ion SOience at Brlgham Young University, and I am
hoping for your cooperation. .

- My study will analyz: the state's data for the twenty-one Utah
high schools with enrcllment between 700 and 1500 students. A list of
these schools is enclosed, ard it includes High School (s)
in your district. The study should be useful to all the schools and
districts involved. ' o

, In order to make the study more meaningful, some additioneal
information is needed. I have prepared a short questionnaire which I

am sending to the principals of the schools, t¢ be completed by them with

- the help of the media coordinators. I would like to make personal visits
to each school to pick up the completed’ quest;onnalres and to observe the

media centers. .

I would deeply appreciate your consent to submit the questionnaire
. and to visit the school (s) in your district. If you do not wish'to
cooperate in this study, please notify me by return mail so that I can
change my plans. A stamped, self-addressed envelope is enclosed for

this purpose. Unless I hear from you, I will assume that you are willing
for me to send the questionnaire and to visit, and I wi}l plan to provide
you and each school with a copy of the finished study.

Very truly yours,

Mrs. Lucille G. Taylor
160 South 100 East
Spanish Fork, Utah 84660

57
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LETTER TO PRINCIPALS

Dear'Prinoipal .,

You and the media coordinator in your faculty have completed a
self-evaluation of your media program and a projection of your plans for
the media program for one and five years in the future, and have sent
the forms to the state school office. The same process is going on in
every school in the state this year, and the date is avazlable from the
computer in the state office. . e

In Nebo District, where I teach, we wondered how- we’ oompared
with other schools and with the state's guidelines. I assumed that
other districts and gchools would be ‘asking the same questlons, and ;
decided ‘to make the analysis of the data my project for my Master's pro=-

- gram in Library and Information Science at Briéé:m Young Unzversity.

. To make the gtudy more meaningful, I need some additional informae
* tion, which only you and the media coodinator in your school can provide.
The enclosed short questionnaire will take only a few minutes, and 1
will be -grateful if you will complete it. In addit;on, I would like
permicsion to visit you and the media coordinator, to. ‘collect the question-
naire and to observe your medis center. I am tentatively plannxng this
visit for y at about m.-

I am enclosing a copy of a letter to your supernntendent, and a
‘1ist of the schools which will be included in the study. If the date
for visiting your school is inconvenient for you, or if you do not wish
to participate in the study, please use the enclosed self-addressed '
‘envelope to notify me by return mail. Otherwiae,”I will plan to come,
and will call you the day before to remxnd you. '

. As I indicated in the letter to the superintendent, I will be
happy to provide a copy of the study for your use. Thank you, again, -

for your help.
- 4\\,_ | ' Very tru;y yours,

Mrs. Lucille G. Taylor
160 South 100 East
Spanish Fork, Utah 84660

©
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LETTER TO MEDIA COORDINATO: .

N o
Media Coordinator
High School

- Dear Media Coordinator,
Help! ‘I am a teacher in Nebo District, on sabbatioalzleave to
complete & Mapster's degree in Library and Information Science at Brigham
Young University, and only you can provide the information I need to
complete my study.- : S

: My project involves the media programs at twenty-one high _
schools with enrollments between 700 and 1500 students. Your school is.
one of these. The data that you have already given the state school '
office will be used to find out how this group of schools stand in com-
parison with the state media sguidelines and with each other's programs.
Then, to give more meaning to the state's data, I will use the informa-
tion from the enclosed questionnaire and from the observation I would .
like to make when'I visit your media center. The tentative date for
the visit is at about __ m. '

»
G

. I am enclosing copies of material which was sent to your princi-
~ pal.- Only one copy of the questionnaire needs to be completed for your
school, but you and the principal will need to work-on it together. I
would. like to pick up the completed form when I visit you.

The principal has a stamped, self-addressed envelope to send
me a quick reply if the date for my visit is inconvenient or if you'd
rather I didn't come. I hope I don't hear from you, because your help
is extremely important and because I'm looking forward to the visit.

Thanks, in advance, for the time and effort.

- Very truly yours, |

Mrs. Lucille G. Taylor
1. : \ 160 South 100, East *
* \  Spanish Fork, Utah 84660

~
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GURRENT STATUS RESPONSE SUMMARY
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oy AJNLABLE
gt Py MR
CURRENT STATUS
- L ¢ 1 2 5 4
I. PHILOSOPHY AND PROGRAM ~ N /% N /% K /% K /% ¥ /%
A,  General o/o kA9 . 7/33 5/23 . S/3 .-
 Bl. Selectiom* 0/0 10/47 3/t . 5/2%  3/ik
B2. Weeding* 3 - 0o/0 15/711  3/1k  1/bk 2/9
B3, Circulation* o/0 10/47 6/28. - 2/9 = 3/14
B4A. Names of Facility* /4 13/61 4/19  1/k 2/9
B4B. Prof. Person's Title* .0/0 . 12/57 6/28. 1/h 2/9
B5. Inventory* - 0/0 1/ 13/61 .~ ofo . 7/33
' B6. . Location of Materials 0/0 2/9 14/66  3/1k  2/9
B7. Caxd Catalog* .= = o/0 © 9/4k2  4/19  3/14 - 5/23.
: ‘GlA. Staff Utilization =~ 0/0 11/52  &/19 4/19  2/9
Lo C1B. Student Utilization o/o. 9/k2 5/25 6/28 1/b4
, - .~ ©lC. Extent of Use . /6~ 1/4 3/14 9/42  7/33
- . €1D. Hours* . o . 0/0 2/9 12/57 é/28 1/4
. C2A. Scheduling Studentas® o/o  .0/0 . 2/9 ' 1o/k7 9/k2
:  C2B. Sched. Pruf. Media Persons 2/9 /4 of0 . /33 /52
Total Responses (319) L 100 ' 6% - 62

86
Percentage of Total Response  1.27 31.55  27.9% 20.00 19.68

II. PERSONNEL

. Al. No. of Frofessionalsa - 0/0 11/52  5/23 4/19 1/4
A2. Managemert Functions 2/9 /b - 6/28 . 2/9 . 10/bT -
. A3, Utilizatiuva Functions 2/9 6/28  5/23  2/9 6/28
° Ab, Clerical & Tech. Functions 2/9 419 11/52 2/9 - 2/9
~ A5, Certification* = - 0/0 .3k 10/47  3/14  5/23
Bl. No. Tech. & Clerical 8/38  1/33 4/19 1/ /4
B2.. Utilization Functions /33 /19  5/25 27y . 3/1k
B3, Clerical & Tech. Punctions*5/23 - 1/& 2/9 3/14  10/47
Total Responses (168) 26 Lo Lg 19 38

L q .
Percentage of Total Response 15.48 23.81 28.57 11.31 22.62

©

* "Zero".respbhsés.to these items could not be interpreted to mean
- less than "Phase Ong". ' - .
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- GEST COPY, AVAILABLE

I11. PACILITIES
A, Display & Circ. Areas

. Bl. Size

B2A. Powsr -

. 328, Ctrrel_._g)__,____j._......_..‘.....__..‘..'....
-3¢ Equipped

Cl. Group Vieving & Listening 10/47  0/0

C2.. Conferonce Rooms

. €3, large Classrooa®

c. Production Avea
E, Ecuipment Storaze
’o Uork Area

‘Se Profesaional Area
d. Office Space

Total Responses (273)
Percentage of Total Response

IV, EQUIPMENT

A, . 16 o Projector
3. 8 ma Projector

T 2 x 2 Slide Projector

D,  FMlamstrip or Comb. ProJ.

E, 10 x 10 Overhead Proj.

P.  Opacue Projestor® :

G, Filmatrip Vievers

H. 2 x 2 Slide Viewer

I. TV Receiver P

Je Micro-projector® '
K.  BRecord Player

L. dudio Tape Players

M. Audio Tape Recorders!

N. IListening Stations

0. Projection Cart

P, Projection Screens

Q. Radio Receiver (AM-PM)

R. -Copying Machine

s. Duplicating Machine

T. . Light Control

' Video Tape Recorder

V1. Dry Mount Pzeos

V2., Paper Cutter

-¥3. Transparency Equipment’
V4. Bapid Process Camera"
V5. Primary T,ypevritor‘
V6. Copy Camera®

V7. 35 ma Camera® .

Ve, Plla Rewind®

V9. PMir Solicera®

- ¥10. Tape Splicer®

Vil. Mech. Lettering Device"

Total Responsez (672)
Percentage of Total Responses

b/19  10/47
3k /38
9/b2 .. 6/28-
6/ 8 5/23
11/52 ° 4/19
e3 /33
lg;‘#; o 4419
/1~ 9/ue
8/38  4/19
5/23  9/u2
12/57 /b4
2/9 . 4/19

93
34,07, 26.01

0/0 0/0
11/52 - 1/6
2/9  4/19
0/0 /b
2/9 6/28
1/4 0/0
14/66  5/23%
12/57 7/33
18/85 1/4
8/38  5/23%
1/b4 /4
8/38  3/14
2/9 3/14
7/3%3 . . 5/2%
5/2% 12/51
1/4 2/9
10/47 1/
/6 .1/33
2/9 2/9
1/b 4/19
6/28  9/42
6/28 . 1/4
1/4 1/4
3/ 8/38
5/23  8/38
3/14 b/19
4/19  3/38
1/b 4/19
6/28  4/19
1/4 6/268
1/4 8/38
0/0 11/52
131 138
20.98 20.5%

70

b 1fh
29
o9 1
/23 - 0/0
1/“ 0/0
o/0  5/23
5/ 14 2 /9 i
6/ 26 0/0
Y9 Uk
9 .31
Uy
/3% . 3w

m o 21
14065 L 7.69
9/b2  10/47
o/fo . 5/23
419 * b/19
3/1“ 12/57
5/23% 1/k
/9 12/51
0/0 -1/
of0 1k
1/k 4/19
419 13/61
2/ 9 5/2 3
2/9  10/47
8/38 . /33
5/ 1“5 6/ 28
4/19  10/47
6/ 28 _ é /23
0/ (] 1 /4 .
6/ 28 8 /58
/9 10/b7
0/ 0 9/42
0/0  13/61
4/19  4/19
’ 6/28 8/38
2/9 2/9
5/25  2/9
% 191
13.98

0 1 2 S
¥/% ¥/% N/% /% B/%

28.42

e

s



0
V. MATERIALS , N/ %
A. Books (Non-Text) 0/0
B,  Magazines 1/4
c. Newspapers « .. o/o
Dy Pemphlete, Clippings, etc.*1/4
E.  Filmstrips . 13/61
F. 8 mm Filme ' 14/66.
G. 16 mm Films & Video Resc. . 3/14
H.  Tape & Disc Audio Hec.,  17/80
I. - Slides VLY
J.  Study Prints | 16/76
K.  Art Prints . 15/71
L.  Globes | » 7/33
M.  0.H. Transparency/Masters 15/71
" No  Prof. Collection, Books 12/57
0. . Prof. Collection, Mags. 12/57
P,  Prof. Collection, Guides  7/33
- Total Responses (336) 141

Percentage of Total Response  41.96

63

vl

3 2
K/% K/%
2/9 11/%2
3/ 7/33
2/9 6/28
1/h 0/0
7/3%  0/o
4/19  0/0
2/9  5/23
3/ 0/0
8/38 1/4
3/1  2/9
2/9 2/9
3/ 5/23
2/9 1/4
6/28 '2/9
6/28 . 0/0
10/47  3/14
64 43
19.64 12.80



- APPENDIX F

OTHER SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

\ Other school characteristics, determined from various sources,
are ta.b\ated as variables, with their values g:.ven for each school
in the st\lq.y. Sohools are identifzed by code numbers.
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APPENDIX G

ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

Variables numbered ;.fhrough 8k, derived from responses to the
state-administered "Gﬁr;;nt Status" questionnaire, were tested for
associaf;onfwi%h twelve. other yariablea, derived from other charace )
teristicg of the schools. Coincidence of high levels of response to
.Vériables 1-84 with high quantities in the other variables indicated
& positive association, shown by a plus (+) symbol. Coincidence of
' low.leve;s of response to high quantities ind;cated a pegative associ-
ation,shown.by-a.ninus (=) symbol. Leck of. either positive or nega-

tive association was indicated by a zero (0).
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ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

; PHILOSOPHY AND PROGRAM

Questionnaire - Variable Numbers

’ - tems 85 86 88 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99

| 1. Philosophy - +. 0 0 0 °0 + +°0 0+
2. Selection t =+ 0 + + 4 4+ 0 e o+
3. Weeding "+ 0 + 0 + 0 0 + % - @ ©
4. Circulation + 0 + 0 + 0 ¢ + 0 - ® <+
5. Name of Facility + « *#°0 4+ + e + + = 0 =
6. Title of Professional -

- Media Person S L T T R SR TR * RS
7. Inventory 0 0 0 0 0 0 + + + 0 + +
8. locationof = - + & = 2+ = 0 0 4+ 0 = =

Materials : . '
9. Caxd Catalog 0 0 0 « =« 0 <+ - & + +
10, Utilizatione-Fag=- + 0 + 0O «+ O O ¢ » 0 =

ulty and Staff -
il. Utilizatione-Student = = © O & © C & © 6 0
12, .Exteat of Use ¢ 0 0 0 0O ¢ + + 0 + <+ O
13. Hours 0 « = @« @« « 0 + 0 « © O
14, Scheduling Students 0 + + ~ + =« + <+ « <« Q0 +
15. Scheduling Media®™ 0 = « + « (0 ¢ <+ 0 O ¢ =

Coordinator

66
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Questionnaire
Items

ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

85

16, Number Professional O

17.
18.

19.

20.
2l.

22.

23.

People Employed
Management Fun%fion

Utilization Func=
tions -

Clerical and
Technical Function

Certification -

Nonprofessional
Number Employed

Utilization
Functions

Clerical and
Technical Functions

“

+

+

* PERSONNEL .

86 88 91

0 0 O
« =« 0
- =« 0
0 o0 0
0O 0 =
- 0 =
0 0 =
o o o

69

et

92

Variable Numbers

95 94
0 O
0 0
0 0
+
0
0+
0 +

95

96
0

0

97

98

£

99



ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

FACILITIES
Questxonnaire ' 4 .f Variable Numbers
. Ltems - 85 86 88 91 92 93 9% 95 96 97 98 99
24, Display and Circue 0 = = =« « 0 « 0 0 =« « =
lation Area . ' - o
25. Study Area Size 0 = 0 = =« 0 =« + 0 0 = =
26. Power 0 - - 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 O
' 27. Carrels 0 = - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 =+
28. Equipped 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
 29. Small Group Viewing 4= = 0 = + 0 = + = =« 0 =
- and listening
30. Conference Rooms. + 0 0 = + 0 0 + « « = 0
o . 31. Large Classrocm =+ 0 - - + - + 4 ¢ o -
32. Production Area 0 «- = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
33. Equipment Storage +# = -=.0 0 0 O + 0 0 0 0
3%, Work Area 4 0 - - 0.0 0 + = -.0 0
55.’Professional Area ¥ @« 0 = e ¢ = ”14,, 0 0 « =
36. Office Space + 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 - 0 0 0
70
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-

. BEST COPY AVAILABLE

ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

¢

EQUIPMENT
Questionnaire “ Variable Numbers
Items G5 86 88 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98
37. lémm Projector + 0 + 0 0 -« 0 + + 0 <+
38. 8mm Projector « =« + 0 0 0 - + + = =
39. 2x2 Slide Projector + 0 0 « « « 0 + . - « 0
Lo, Filmstrip Projector + 0 0 O + 0 -« + 0 0 +
b1, 10x10 Overhead Proje O O + O O « 0 + =« = -0
42. Opaque Projector + + + 0 + « 0 + = 0 O.
‘43, Filmetrip Viewer 0O =« 0 « o « 0 + « =« «
bl, 2x2 Slide Viewer . - =« 0 =« -« 0 0 + 0 = =
45, TV Receiver: *+ « e e+ ¢ e + e o+ o=
L46. Miero-Projector + 0 0 0 - 0 + + 0 + =
47. Record Player + 0 + 0 0 0 + + 0 0 +
o 48, Audio Tape Player + 0 « 0 -« 0 0 ¢+ =« -« 0
= . 49, Audio Tape Recorder 0O - 0.+ 0 0 '0 + + + +
50. Listening Stations + 0 0 « « 0 0 + 0 - O
51, Projection Cart *, e« 0 « + e + ¢+ & - 4+
52. Projection Screens + 0 0 0 + 0 + + 0 0 4+
53. Radio Receiver 0 0.0 = + =« + ¢ 0 -
54, Copying Machine + 0 0 0 0 0 O + - 0 O
55. Duplicating Machine + 0 0 =« 0 « 0 + '« =« 0
56. Light Control 0 0 -« 0 '+ 0 0 + 0 0 0
57. Video Tape Recorder O - 0 0= 0 O + 0 0 O
58. Dry Mount Press 0 « .+ 0 « 0 + 0 0 _ - +
59. Paper Cutter ¢ 0 0 0 o0 0O o+ + 0 0 <+
60. Transparency Equip. - 0 « + -« 0"+ '+ 0 0 +
6l. Rapid Process Camera + O 0 + + « + + 0 « O
62. Primary Typewriter * e e a4 e et F e e o+
63. Copy Camera & Stand + « 0 0 + « 0 + -« =« .0
. 64, 35mm Still Camera 6 = 0 @« 0 =« «a ¢+ ey e e
65, Film Rewind + = 0 « + -« 0 + -) - 0
66. Filmsplicers +,= « 06 0 0 0 0 0 0 =+
67. Tape Splicer «- « 0 0 = 0 + + 0 0 +
68. Mechanical Lettering + O 0 0 O0° - + O +% + 0 =
Device . ' .
71
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ASSOCIATION OF VARIABLES

MATERIALS
Questionnaire | _ Varieble Numbers .
Items . 85 86 88 91 92 93 9% 95 96 97 98 99. ‘-
69. Books (Non-text) 00 0 - - 0 0 0.0 0 0 O
70. Megazines 00 0.+ 0 + 0 + 0 +.0 0
71. Nevspapers. “ 0 - = +# 0 « 0 + 0 0 + O
72. Pamphlets, Clippings 00 0 0 0 0 + + + O 0 +
L 73. Filmstrips - = =« .0 = 0 =.0 0 0 - =
" 74, 8om Films 4+« + 0 + 0 0 + + = 0 =
C 75. 16mm Films and VIR + 0 0 000 - 0 + 0 0 0 O
B 76. Tape & Disc Becords + = = = = .= = + = = - =
7. S1ides | 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 = = -=
\  78. Study Prints + « 0 <.+ ¢+ 0 + 0 - 0 O
| ' 79, Art Priuts ) 0 - 4-= 0 0 + 0 0 0 ==
' 80, Globes | 4+ = 0 0 + +°0 + + = 0.0
8l. Overhead Transparencies 0 = 0 =- 0 0 0 0.0 = 0 ©
: 82. Professional Books - = 0 0 -« = 0+ 0 0 0 O
%5. Prof. Magazines 0 - 0 -« 0O O n 0 0 0 = =~ =
84. Curriculum Guides 0o~ 00 - 0 0 + 0 0 00O
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